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Program Code Conversion 

The present invention relates to a method and system for converting program 
code from one fomiat to another. In particular, the invention relates to a method and 
system for providing an intermediate representation of a computer program or a Basic 
Block of a program (a Basic Block of a program is a block of instructions that has 
only one entry point, at a first instruction, and only one exit point, at a last instruction 
of the block). For instance, the present invention provides a method and system for 
the transladon of a computer program which was written for one processor so that the 
program may run efficiently on a different processor; the translation utilising an 
intermediate representation and being conducted in a block by block mode. 

Intermediate representation is a term widely used in the computer industry to 
refer to forms of abstract computer language in which a program may be expressed, 
but which is not specific to, and is not intended to be directly executed on, any 
particular processor. Intermediate representation is for instance generally created to 
allow optimisation of a program. A compiler for example will translate a high level 
language computer program into intermediate representation, optimise the program by 
applying various optimisation techniques to the intermediate representation, then 
translate the optimised intermediate representation into executable binary code. 
Intermediate representation is also used to allow programs to be sent across the 
Internet in a form which is not specific to any processor. Sun Microsystems have for 
example developed a form of intermediate representation for this purpose which is 
known as bytecode. Bytecode may be interpreted on any processor on which the well 
known Java (trade mark) run time system is employed. 

Intermediate representation is also commonly used by emulation systems 
which employ binary translation. Emulation systems of this type take software code 
which has been compiled for a given processor type, convert it into an intermediate 
representation, optimise the intermediate representation, then convert the intermediate 
representation into a code which is able to run on another processor type. 
Optimisation of generating an intermediate representation is a known procedure used 
to minimise the amount of code required to execute an emulated program. A variety 
of known methods exist for the optimisation of an intermediate representation. 
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An example of a known emulation system which uses an intermediate 
representation for performing binary translation is the FlashPort system operated by 
AT&T. A customer provides AT&T with a program which is to be translated (the 
program having been compiled to run on a processor of a first type). The program is 
translated by AT&T into an intermediate representation, and the intermediate 
representation is optimised via the application of automatic optimisation routines, 
with the assistance of technicians who provide input when the optimisation routines 
fail. The optimised intermediate translation is then translated by AT&T into code 
which is able to run on a processor of the desired type. This type of binary translation 
in which an entire program is translated before it is executed is referred to as 'static' 
binary translation. Translation times can be anything up to several months. 

In an altemative form of emulation, a program in code of a subject processor 
(i.e. a first type of processor for which the code is written and which is to be 
emulated) is translated in Basic Blocks, via an intermediate representation, into code 
of a target processor (i.e. a second type of processor on which the emulation is 
performed). Each Basic Block of code is executed immediately following translation. 
This type of emulation in which a Basic Block of code is executed immediately 
following translation is referred to as 'dynamic' binary translation. 

It is an object of the invention to provide a method of generating an 
intermediate representation of program code, the method comprising the computer 
implemented steps of: 

generating a plurality of register objects representing abstract registers, a 
single register object representing a respective abstract register; and 

generating expression objects each representing a different element of the 
subject code as that element arises in the program, each expression object being 
referenced by a register object to which it relates either directly, or indirectly via 
references from other expression objects. 

An element of subject code is an operation or sub-operation of a subject code 
instruction. Each subject code instruction may comprise a number of such elements 
so that a number of expression objects may be generated to represent a single subject 
code instruction. 
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When forming an intermediate representation it is necessary to include a 
representation of the status of a subject processor (for instance of its registers or 
memory space) which is being represented by the intermediate representation. In the 
present invention this is done in a particularly efficient manner by creating abstract 
registers. 

According to the present invention only a single register object is generated to 
represent a given abstract register (which is preferably done for all abstract registers at 
initialisation), the state of each abstract register being defined by the expression 
objects referenced by the corresponding register object. Where more than one 
expression object is referenced by a given register object a "tree" of expression 
objects is generated having the register object as its 'root'. The expression trees 
referenced by each of the register objects will together form an "expression forest". 

An advantage of the invention is that any given expression object may be 
referenced to more than one register, and consequently an expression which is used by 
several different registers is not required to be created and assigned to each of those 
registers separately, but is created once and referenced to each of the registers. In 
other words, expression trees are linked together by expression objects which are 
referenced by more than one register object. Thus, a given expression object may be 
common to a number of expression trees within the expression forest. 

By avoiding making multiple copies of the same expression the invention 
reduces the time required to create the intermediate representation, and reduces the 
memory space occupied by the intermediate representation. 

A further advantage of the present invention is that expressions that become 
redundant can be very efficiently identified. When a new expression is assigned to a 
register object any expression previously referenced by that register object becomes 
redundant, except insofar as it is referenced by other register objects. These multiple 
references are detected using reference counting, described below. 

Any given expression object may have references front it to other expression 
objects, and references to it from other expression objects or from abstract registers. 
A count is preferably maintained of the number of references leading to each 
^ expression object. Each time a reference to an expression object (either from a 
register or another expression object) is made or removed, the count for that 



expression object is adjusted. A count of zero for a given expression object indicates 
that there are no references leading to that expression object, and that that expression 
object is therefore redundant. 

Preferably, when a count for a given expression object is zero, that expression 
object is ehminated from the intermediate representation. 

When an expression object is ehminated, the deletion of all references which 
lead from that expression object results in each referenced expression object having its 
reference count decremented. Where this decremented value has reached zero, the 
referenced object can be eliminated in tum, causing its referenced objects to have their 
reference counts decremented in tum. 

The intermediate representation of the invention thus allows redundant code to 
be located and eliminated efficiently. In binary translated programs, redundant code 
frequently arises when the contents of a register are defined and subsequently 
redefined without first being used. The known existing intermediate representations 
require that a record be kept indicating when the contents of a given register are 
defined, and indicating when the contents of that register are used. This record 
keeping is an inefficient method of identifying redundant code. In the present 
invention, redundant code is immediately apparent from the sequence of assignments 
to and uses of the register objects. 

According to a second aspect of the present invention there is provided a 
method of generating an intermediate representation of program code expressed in 
terms of the instruction set of a subject processor comprising at least one variable 
sized register, the method comprising the computer implemented steps of: 

generating a set of associated abstract register objects representing a respective 
one of the or each variable sized processor registers, the set comprising one abstract 
register for each possible width of the respective variable size register; 

for each write operation of a certain field width to the variable sized register, 
writing to an abstract register of the same width; 

maintaining a record of which abstract registers contain valid data, which 
record is updated upon each write operation; and 

for each read operation of a given field width, determining from said record 
whether there is valid data in more than one of said different sized abstract registers of 



the set which must be combined to give the same effect as the same read operation 
performed upon the variable size register; aiid 

a) if it is determined that no combination is so required, reading directly 
from the appropriate register, or 

b) if it is determined that data from more than one register must be so 
combined, combining the contents of those registers. 

In the above, variable-sized register is intended to mean a register whose 
contents may be modified by writing values to sub-fields which overlay part or parts 
of the full width of the register. 

Whether or not data from more than one register must be combined, and if so 
which registers must be combined, may be determined in accordance with the 
following conditions in respect of each set of different sized abstract registers: 

i) if the data required for an access lies wholly within one valid abstract 
register, that register only is accessed; and 

ii) if the data required for an access lies within more than one valid 
abstract register, data is combined from those valid abstract registers to perform the 
access. 

For instance, in known subject processors including the Motorola 68000 series 
it would be necessary to access only a single register in accordance with step (i) above 
when: 

a) there is valid data in only one of said abstract registers, in which case 
that register is accessed; 

b) if there is valid data in a register of a size corresponding to the width of 
the access and no valid data in any smaller register, then only the register 
corresponding in size to the width of the access is accessed; and 

c) if the registers containing valid data are larger than the register 
corresponding in size to the width of the access, only the smallest of the registers 
containing valid data is accessed. 

Also, in known subject processors if data required for an access lies within 
more than one valid abstract register such that data from two or more registers must 
be combined, the combination may be performed as follows: 



a) if there is valid data in two or more registers of a size corresponding to 
or smaller than the width of the read operation, data from each of those registers is 
combined; and 

b) if there is no data in a register corresponding in size to the size of the 
read operation, but there is data in a larger register and a smaller register, data from 
each of those registers is combined. 

When tl-ie intermediate representation is representing a region of a program 
(comprising one or more Basic Blocks) in which all register accesses are of the same 
width, there is no requirement to combine the contents of the abstract registers, and 
data may simply be written to or read from a single abstract register in a smgle 
operation. The target processor code will therefore be simplified. The more 
complicated procedure of combining the contents of two abstract registers will only be 
required where any particular region of code includes register accesses of different bit 
widths. 

The second aspect of the present invention overcomes a problem which arises 
during emulation of a processor, and specifically when the emulated processor utilises 
variable sized registers. The nature of the problem addressed is best appreciated by 
example. 

An example of an instruction-set which uses a variable-sized register is the 
Motorola 68000 architecture. In the 68000 architecture, instructions that are specified 
as 'long' (.1). operate on all 32 bits of a register or memory location. Instructions that 
are specified as 'word' (.w). or 'byte' (.b). operate on only the bottom 16 and bottom 
8 bits respectively, of a register or memory location. Even if a byte addition, for 
example, generates a carry, that carry is not propagated into the 9th bit of the register. 

A situation which occurs in variable-sized registers is illustrated in an 68000 
code example shown below: 
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move.l (aO),dO 



move.l dO,(aO) 



add.b #x,dO 




(aO) 



The initial 'move.!' instruction in the example writes to all 32 bits of the 
register address *dO'. This is illustrated above by the lighter shading covering all 
parts of the box representing register 'dO'. The 'add.b' instruction writes only to the 
bottom 8 bits of register 'dO', and the top 24 bits remain in exactly the same state they 
were in before the 'add.b' instruction. The part of register 'dO' that has been affected 
by the 'add.b' instruction is shown by darker shading. If the entire content of the 
register 'dO' is now copied to another register or to memory, the bottom 8 bits copied 
will be those generated by the 'add.b' instruction, and the top 24 bits copied will be 
those generated by the 'move.l' instruction. 

An emulation system must represent each of the registers used by a subject 
processor which it is emulating. When an intermediate representation of a program is 
produced as part of an emulation, it is preferable that intermediate representation is 
capable of being converted into code which will execute on any architecture of target 
processor. Thus, the intermediate representation should preferably not include any 
assumptions regarding the type of target processor which will be used to execute the 
code. In this case, the particular assumption which must be avoided is the assumption 
that the upper 24 bits of a 32 bit register on a target processor will be maintained in 
their existing form when the 8 bits of data are written to the register as described in 
the example above. Some possible target processors will instead write the 8 bits of 
data to the lowest 8 bits of a register, and then fill the remaining 24 bits with zeros. 
The intermediate representation should preferably be constructed in such a way that it 
may be executed on a target processor of either form (once it has been translated into 
the appropriate code). 

One manner in which this problem may be overcome is to, create a complex 
expression which manipulates different sections of a target processor register in an 
appropriate manner - the expression required in this example would be as follows: 



8 



dO - (( dO + x) & Oxff ) I ( dO & OxffffffDO ) 

This expression performs a 32-bit addition on the target processor register, extracts 
the bottom 8 bits, and then restores the top 24 bits to their original value. 

It is unusual to find an instruction which manipulates data of a certain width 
between two instructions which manipulate data of different widths, (the situation that 
was illustrated above). It is more usual to find groups of instmctions which 
manipulate data of the same width grouped together in programs. One region of a 
program, for example, may operate on bytes of data, for example character processing 
code, and another region of the program may operate on 32-bit wide data, for example 
pointer manipulation code. In these common cases where each self-contained region 
of code operates on data of only a single width, no special action needs to be taken. 
For example, if a region of a program is moving and manipulating only bytes, these 
byte values may be stored in 32-bit registers of a target processor, and the top 24 bits 
of the registers ignored since these 24 bits are never accessed. If the program then 
starts manipulating 16-bit wide data, those target processor registers which are 
involved in the 16-bit operations are very likely to be loaded with 16-bit items before 
any word operations take place, and as a result, no conflicts will occur (ie. the top 16 
bits of data are ignored). However, there is no way of knowing whether it is 
necessary to preserve the top 24 bits of the registers (for example) during the earlier 
operations which use byte values, until operations using 16 or 32 bits are encountered. 

Since there is no way of knowing whether all or some of the bits held in a 
register may be discarded, the above described technique of building complex 
expressions to represent operations which use conflicting operand widths must be 
applied to every instruction in order to function correctly. This technique which is 
used in the known intermediate representations therefore imposes a major overhead in 
order to solve a problem which occurs only occasionally. 

The use in accordance with the invention of separate abstract registers to 
represent each of the possible sizes of subject processor registers as described above, 
is advantageous because it allows data to be written to or moved from an abstract 
register in the intermediate representation without requiring extra processing during a 
region of a program which uses only one width of data. The invention only requires a 
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calculation to be made (ie. the combination of data of different widths) on those 
infrequent occasions when the intermediate representation is required to represent data 
of different widths being written to and read from a subject processor register. 

A third aspect of the present invention reduces the amount of translated code. 
It is a property of subject code that: 

i) a Basic Block of code may have alternative and unused entry 
conditions. This may be detected at the time the translation is performed; and 

ii) a Basic Block of code may have alternative, and unused, possible 
effects or functions. In general, this will only be detectable when the translated code is 
executed. 

According to a third aspect of the present invention there is provided a method 
of generating an intermediate representation of computer program code, the method 
comprising the computer implemented steps of: 

on the initial translation of a given portion of subject code, generating and 
storing only intermediate representation which is required to execute that portion of 
program code with a prevailing set of conditions; and 

whenever subsequently the same portion of subject code is entered, 
determining whether intermediate representation has previously been generated and 
stored for that portion of subject code for the subsequent conditions, and if no such 
intermediate representation has previously been generated, generating additional 
intermediate representation required to execute said portion of subject code with said 
subsequent conditions. 

The third aspect of the present invention reduces the amount of translated code 
by permitting multiple, but simpler, blocks of intermediate representation code for 
single Basic Blocks of subject code. In most cases only one simpler translated block 
will be required. 

For instance, in a preferred embodiment of the invention the method includes 
computer implemented steps of: 

generating an Intermediate Representation Block (IR Block) of intermediate 
representation for each Basic Block of the program code as it is required by the 
program, each IR Block representing a respective Basic Block of program code for a 
particular entry condition; 
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storing target code corresponding to each IR Block; and 

when the program requires execution of a Basic Block for a given entry 
condition, either: 

a) if there is a stored target code representing that Basic Block for that given 
entry condition, using said stored target code; or 

b) if there is no stored target code representing that Basic Block for that given 
entry condition, generating a further IR Block representative of that Basic Block for 
that given entry condition. 

A Basic Block is a group of sequential instructions in the subject processor i.e. 
subject code. A Basic Block has only one entry point and terminates either 
immediately prior to another Basic Block or at a jump, call or branch instruction 
(whether conditional or unconditional). An IR Block is a block of intermediate 
representation and represents the translation of a Basic Block of subject code. Where 
a set of IR Blocks have been generated to represent the same Basic Block but for 
different entry conditions, the IR Blocks within that set are referred to below as 
IsoB locks. 

This aspect of the invention may be applied to static translation, but is 
particularly applicable to emulation via dynamic binary translation. According to the 
invention, an emulation system may be configured to translate a subject processor 
program Basic Block by Basic Block. When tliis approach is used, the state of an 
emulated processor following execution of a Basic Block of program determines the 
form of the IR Block used to represent a succeeding Basic Block of the program. 

In contrast, in known emulators which utilise dynamic translation, an 
intermediate representation of a Basic Block of a program is generated, which is 
independent of the entry conditions at the beginning of that Basic Block of program. 
The intermediate representation is thus required to take a general form, and will 
include for example a test to determine the validity (or otherwise) of abstract registers. 
In contrast to this, in the present invention the validity (or otherwise) of the abstract 
registers is already known and the IR block therefore does not need to include the 
validity test. Furthermore, since the validity of the abstract registers is known, the IR 
block will include only that code which is required to combine valid abstract registers 
and is not required to include code capable of combinine all abstract repfstprs This 
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provides a significant performance advantage, since the amount of code required to be 
translated into intermediate representation for execution is reduced. If a Basic Block 
of a program Has previously been translated into intermediate representation for a 
given set of entry conditions, and if it commences with different entry conditions, the 
same Basic Block of the program will be re-translated into an IsoBlock of 
intermediate representation. 

A further advantage of the third aspect of the invention is that the resulting IR 
Blocks and IsoBlocks of intermediate representation are less complex than an 
intermediate representation which is capable of representing all entry conditions, and 
may therefore be optimised more quickly and will also be translated into target 
processor code which executes more quickly. 

The third aspect of the present invention also exploits subject code 
instructions which may have a number of possible effects or functions, not all of 
which may be required when the instruction is first executed, and some of which may 
not in fact be required at all. This aspect of the invention may only be used when the 
intermediate representation is generated dynamically. That is, the method according 
to the present invention preferably comprises, when the intermediate representation of 
the program is generated dynamically as the program is running, the computer 
implemented steps of: 

at a first iteration of a particular subject code instruction having a plurality of 
possible effects or functions, generating and storing special-case intermediate 
representation representing only the specific functionality required at that iteration; 
and 

at each subsequent iteration of the same subject code instruction, determining 
whether special-case intermediate representation has been generated for the 
fimctionality required at said subsequent iteration and generating additional special- 
case intermediate representation specific to that functionality if no such special-case 
intermediate representation has previously been generated. 

This aspect of the invention overcomes a problem associated with emulation 
systems, namely the translation of unnecessary features of subject processor code. 
When a complex instruction is decoded firom a subject processor code into the 
intermediate representation, it is common that only a subset of the possible effects of 
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that instruction will ever be used at a given place in the subject processor program. 
For example, in a CISC (Complex Instruction Set Computer) instruction set, a 
memory load instruction may be defined to operate differently depending on what 
type of descriptor is contained in a base register (the descriptor describes how 
information is stored in the memory). However, in most programs only one descriptor 
type will be used by each individual load instruction of that program. A translator in 
accordance with this invention will generate special-case intermediate representation 
which includes a load instruction defined for only that descriptor type. 

Preferably, when the special-case intermediate representation is generated and 
stored an associated test procedure is generated and stored to determine on subsequent 
iterations of the respective subject code instruction whether the required functionality 
is the same as that represented by the associated stored special-case intermediate 
representation, and where additional special-case intermediate representation is 
required an additional test procedure associated with that special-case intermediate 
representation is generated and stored with that additional special-case intermediate 
representation. 

Preferably, the additional special case intermediate representation for a 
particular subject code instruction and the additional associated test procedure is 
stored at least initially in subordinate relation to any existing special-case intermediate 
representation and associated test procedures stored to represent the same subject 
instruction, such that upon the second and subsequent iteration of a subject code 
instruction determination of whether or not required special-case intermediate 
representation has previously been generated is made by performing said test 
procedures in the order in which they were generated and stored until either it is 
determined that special-case intermediate representation of the required functionality 
exists or , it is determined that no such required special-case intermediate 
representation exists in which case more additional intermediate representation and 
another associated test procedure is generated. 

Preferably the intermediate representation is optimised by adjusting the 
ordering of the test procedures such that test procedures associated with more 
fi*equently used special-case intermediate representation are run before test procedures 
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associated with less frequently used special-case intermediate representation rather 
than ordering the test procedures in the order in which they are generated. 

Intermediate representation generated in accordance with any of the above 
methods may be used, for instance, in the translation of a computer program written 
for execution by a processor of a first type so that the program may be executed by a 
different processor, and also as a step in optimising a computer program. In the latter 
case, intermediate representation may be generated to represent a computer program 
written for execution by a particular processor, that intermediate representation may 
then be optimised and then converted back into the code executable by that same 
processor. 

Although the third aspect of the invention as described above relates to the 
generation of intermediate representation, the steps described therein may be applied 
to the generation of target code directly from subject code, without the generation of 
intermediate representation. 

Thus, according to a fourth aspect of the present invention there is provided a 
method of generating target code representation of computer program code, the 
method comprising the computer implemented steps of: 

on the initial translation of a given portion of subject code, generating and 
storing only target code which is required to execute that portion of program code 
with a prevailing set of conditions; and 

whenever subsequently the same portion of subject code is entered, 
determining whether target code has previously been generated and stored for that 
portion of subject code for the subsequent conditions, and if no such target code has 
previously been generated, generating additional target code required to execute said 
portion of subject code with said subsequent conditions. 

It will be appreciated that many of the features and advantages described in 
relation to the third aspect of the invention will correspondingly apply to the fourth 
aspect of the invention. 

A specific embodiment of the present invention applied to a dynamic 
emulation system will now be described, by way of example only, with reference to 
the accompanying drawings, in which: 
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Figures 1 to 5 are schematic illustrations of the manner in which a dynamic 
emulation system according to the present invention generates an intermediate 
representation of a program or a Basic Block of a program, they also show the 
expression forest (group of expression trees) which is a novel feature of this 
invention; and 

Figures 6 and 7 are schematic illustrations of the manner in which the dynamic 
emulation system generates an intermediate representation of a Basic Block of a 
program which depends upon starting conditions at the beginning of that Basic Block 
of the program. 

The embodiment of the invention described below is a system for emulating 
the instuiction set of one processor on a processor of a different type. In the following 
description the term subject processor refers to a processor which is to be emulated by 
an emulation system, and target processor refers to a processor upon which the 
emulation system is run. The system is a dynamic binary translation system which 
essentially operates by translating Basic Blocks of instructions in the subject 
processor code into target processor code as they are required for execution. The 
emulation system, as described below, comprises three major components, referred to 
respectively as a Front End, a Core, and a Back End. The subject processor 
instructions are decoded and converted into the intermediate representation by the 
Front End of the emulation system. The Core of the emulation system analyses and 
optimises the intermediate representation of the subject processor instructions, and the 
Back End converts the intermediate representation into target processor code which 
will run on the target processor. 

The Front End of the system is specific to the subject processor that is being 
emulated. The Front End configures the emulation system in response to the form of 
subject processor, for example specifying the number and names of subject processor 
registers which are required by the emulation, and specifying to the Back End the 
virtual memory mappings that will be required. 

Subject processor instructions are converted into intermediate representation in 
Basic Blocks, each resulting intermediate representation block (IR Block) then being 
treated as a unit by the Core for emulation, caching, and optimisation purposes. 
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The Core optimises the intermediate representation generated by the Front 
End. The Core has a standard form irrespective of the subject and target processors 
connected to the emulation system. Some Core resources however, particularly 
register numbers and naming, and the detailed nature of IR Blocks, are configured by 
an individual Front End to suit the requirements of that specific subject processor 
architecture. 

The Back End is specific to the target processor and is invoked by the Core to 
translate intermediate representation into target processor instructions. The Back End 
is responsible for allocating and managing target processor registers, for generating 
appropriate memory load and store instructions to emulate the subject processor 
correctly, for implementing a calling sequence to permit the Core to call dynamic 
routines, and to enable those dynamic routines to call Back End and Front End 
routines as appropriate. 

The operation of the emulation system will now be described in more detail. 
The system is initialised, to create appropriate linkages between Front End. Core, and 
Back End. At the end of initialisation, an execution cycle is commenced, and the 
Core calls the front End to decode a first Basic Block of subject processor 
instructions. The Front End operates instruction by instruction, decoding each subject 
processor instruction of the Basic Block in turn, and calling Core routines to create an 
intermediate representation for each sub-operation of each instruction. When the 
Front End decodes an instruction that could possibly cause a change of program 
sequence (for instance a jump, call, or branch instruction, whether conditional or 
unconditional), it returns to the Core before decoding further subject processor 
instructions (thereby ending that Basic Block of code). 

When the Front End has translated a Basic Block of subject processor 
instructions into the intermediate representation, the Core optimises the intermediate 
representation then invokes the Back End to dynamically generate a sequence of 
instructions in the target processor code (target instructions) which implement the 
intermediate representation of the Basic Block. Wlien that sequence of target 
instructions is generated it is executed immediately. The sequence of target processor 
instructions is retained in a cache for subsequent reuse (unless it is first overwritten). 
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When the target processor instructions have been executed a value is returned 
which indicates an address which is to be executed next. In other words, the target 
processor code evaluates any branch, call, or jump instructions, whether conditional or 
unconditional, at the end of the Basic Block, and returns its effect. This process of 
translation and execution of Basic Blocks continues until a Basic Block is 
encountered which has already been translated. 

Wlien target code representing the next Basic Block has been used previously 
and has been stored in the cache, the Core simply calls that target code. When the end 
of the Basic Block is reached, again the target code supplies the address of the next 
subject instruction to be executed, and the cycle continues. 

Both the intermediate representation and target-processor code are linked to 
Basic Blocks of subject processor instructions. The intermediate representation is 
linked so that the optimiser can generate efficient emulations of groups of frequently- 
executed IR Blocks, and the target code is linked so that the second and subsequent 
executions of the same Basic Block can execute the target code directly, without 
incurring the overhead of decoding the instructions again. 

The Front End requests that a required number of abstract registers be defined 
in the Core at initialisation time. These abstract registers (labelled Ri) represent the 
physical registers that would be used by the subject processor instructions if they were 
to run on a subject processor. The abstract registers define the state of the subject 
processor which is being emulated, by representing the expected effect of the 
instructions on the subject processor registers. 

The intermediate representation represents the subject processor program by 
assigning expression objects to abstract registers. Expression objects are a means of 
representing in the intermediate representation the effect of, for example, an 
individual arithmetic, logical, or conditional operation. Since many subject processor 
instructions carry out manipulation of data, most instructions generate expression 
objects to represent their individual sub-operations. Expression objects are used, for 
example, to represent addition operations, condition setting operations, conditional 
evaluation in conditional branches, and memory read operations. The abstract 
registers are referenced to expression objects, which are referenced to other expression 
objects so that each Basic Block of subject processor instructions is represented by a 
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number of inter-referenced expression objects which may be considered as an 
expression forest. 

A series of illustrated examples will be used to convey how the emulation 
system uses expression objects (referred to as Expressions) and abstract registers to 
build up an intermediate representation of subject processor instructions. Figures 1 to 
5 show step by step, how the following pseudo-assembler code is represented in the 
Core using abstract registers: 



1: 


MOVE 


#3 


-> 


RO 


2: 


MOVE 


R6 


-> 


R2 


3: 


ADD 


R0,R2 




Rl 


4: 


MUL 


Rl.#5 




R5 


5: 


AND 


R3,R1 




R4 


6: 


MOVE 


#5 




Rl 


7: 


SUB 


#1,R3 




R2 


8: 


LOAD 


#3fd0 




RO 



The representation of the MOVE instruction in line 1 is shown in Figure 1; a 
Long Constant Expression, #3 is created, and assigned to abstract Register RO by 
creating a reference leading from RO to #3. The MOVE instruction in line 2 
references the value of abstract register R6, and a Register Reference Expression is 
used to represent this and is assigned to R2. The Register Reference (RegRef) 
Expression in Figure 1, @R6, represents the value of Register R6, whatever it may be. 
The RegRef Expression @ R6 becomes the current definition of Register R6. From 
this point onwards, unless Register R6 is redefined, it will return the Expression @R6 
as its definition. 

The operand of a subject processor instruction may either be a constant or a 
reference to a Register. The representation of a constant operand is straightforward as 
was shown in Figure 1 . Wlien an operand refers to a register however the situation is 
different. The representation of line 3 of the pseudo-assembler code is shown in 
Figure 2 from which it will be seen that the ADD operation is assigned to abstract 
register Rl, by a reference from Rl to an Add Expression. The ADD instruction in 
line 3 refers to registers RO and R2, and the Expression that defines each of these 
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registers has already been built in intermediate representation. When the Add 
Expression is created, it interrogates abstract Registers RO and R2 to yield their 
defining Expressions, and the Add Expression (which is assigned to abstract register 
Rl) makes a reference to these. The intermediate representation of the ADD 
instruction is shown in Figure 2. In other words, the contents of abstract Register Rl 
is an Expression which references the Expressions held in the abstract Registers RO 
and R2. Each arrow in Figures 1 and 2 represents a reference, which can either 
reference a Register to an Expression, as in the case of RO #3, or an Expression to 
another Expression, as in the case of #3 ^ + •>@R6. The Expression @R6 has two 
references, one from Register R2, and the other from the Add Expression. 

A MUL instruction, as included in line 4 of the above code, may be regarded 
as a typical data flow instruction. A top-level Expression is built by either creating 
new sub-Expressions or referencing existing Expressions, and this top-level 
Expression is assigned to a Register as its definition. The intermediate representation 
of the MUL instruction is shown in Figure 3. A Mul Expression which references the 
Expression held in the abstract Register Rl, and references a Long Constant 
Expression #5, is created and assigned to abstract Register R5. 

The And Expression of line 5 of the above code is shown in Figure 4. This 
Expression references a Register whose definition has yet to be built (ie. R3), using a 
RegRef Expression in the same way as described above in relation to Figure 1. 

In the examples thus far presented, it has been assumed that a Register is 
defined for the first time within a particular Basic Block. Figure 5 illustrates what 
happens when a Register that has already been defined is redefined, as by the MOVE 
instruction of line 6 of the above code. Whereas in Figures 2 to 4, an aiTOW 
referenced Rl to an Add Expression, this reference is now removed, and a new 
reference arrow is created to reference Rl to the Long Constant Expression #5. 

As well as being connected to Rl, the Add Expression was also connected to 
the Mul Expression and the And Expression, and therefore continues to have an 
existence as is shown in Figure 5 (if however the Add Expression had only one 
reference, the one from Register Rl, the Add Expression would be left with no 
references after Rl v/as redefined; in this case the Add Expression would be known 
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as 'dead', and would be redundant). In addition, Figure 5 illustrates the effect of the 

SUB operation of line 7 of the pseudo-assembler code. 

The final line, line 8, of the pseudo-assembler code to be represented as 

intermediate representation is a LOAD instruction. A Load Expression which 
represents this instruction is shown in Figure 5, referenced to Register RO. The Load 
Expression can be thought of as a type of unary operator that represents the result of 
applying the LOAD operation to its single Expression operand. In Figure 5, LOAD 
^#3fdO represents the value at a memory location 3fdO. whatever this value may be. 
The Load Expression has similar properties to the RegRef Expression, in that one 
Load Expression may represent any possible value depending on what data is stored 
in memory. 

A reference count is maintained which indicates the number of references 
leading to each expression object (the reference count of any given expression object 
does not include references from that expression object). Each time a reference is 
made to an expression object (either from a register or another expression object), or 
is removed from that expression object, the reference count for that expression object 
is adjusted. A reference count of zero for a given expression object, indicates that 
there are no references leading to that expression object, and that that expression 
object is therefore redundant. When a reference count for a given expression object is 
zero, that expression object is eliminated from the intermediate representation. 

Once an expression object has been eliminated, any references which lead 
from that expression object are also eliminated, and the reference count of those 
expression objects to which the references lead is adjusted accordingly. The process of 
eliminating expression objects with a zero reference count and eliminating references 
leading from such an object is followed down the expression forest. 

Further optimisation of the intermediate generalisation may be achieved by 
eliminating redundant lines of subject processor code, as described below. 

When a complicated instruction is decoded from the subject processor code 
into intermediate representation, it is common that only a subset of the possible 
effects of that instruction will ever be used at a given place in the subject program. 
For example, in a CISC instruction set, a memory load instruction may be defined to 
operate differently depending on what type of descriptor is contained in a base register 
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(the descriptor describes how information is stored in-the memory). However, in most 
programs only one descriptor type will be used by each individual load instruction in 
the program. 

In the emulation system of the invention, the Front End queries run-time 
values as the subject processor program is being executed, and generates special-case 
intermediate representation as necessary. In the example given above, special-case 
intermediate representation will be generated which omits those parts of the memory 
load instruction which relate to descriptor types not used by the program. 

The special-case is guarded by a test which, if it ever detects at run-time that 
additional functionality is required, causes re-entry to the Front End to produce 
additional code. If, during optimisation, it is discovered that an initial assumption is 
wrong (for example an assumption that a particular descriptor type is being used 
throughout the program), the optimiser will reverse the sense of the test, so that a 
more frequently-used functionality will be selected more quickly than the initially 
chosen, less frequently-used fiinctionality. 

The emulation system of the invention is capable of emulating subject 
processors which use variable-sized registers, as described below. 

An example of an instruction-set architecture which uses a variable-sized 
register is the architecture of the Motorola 68000 series of processors. In the 68000 
architecture, instructions that are specified as 'long' (.1) operate on all 32 bits of a 
register or memory location. Instructions that are specified as 'word' (.w) or 'byte' 
(.b) operate on only the bottom 16 and bottom 8 bits respectively, of a 32-bit register 
or memory location. Even if a byte addition, for example, generates a carry, that carry 
is not propagated into the 9th bit of the register. 

To avoid conflict between different instructions operating on data of different 
widths (in this example in a 68000 processor), for each subject processor register the 
system according to the invention creates a set of three abstract registers, each register 
of the set being dedicated to data of a given width (ie. one register for each of byte, 
word and long word data). Each register of a 68000 processor always stores a 32-bit 
datum, whereas instmctions may operate on 8-bit or 16-bit subsets of this 32-bit 
datum. In the Core of a system whose Front End is configured to be connected to a 
68000, byte values for a subject processor 'dO', for example, will be stored in an 
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abstract register labelled 'DO_B', whereas word values are stored in a separate 
abstract register labelled 'DO_W\ and long values are stored in a third abstract 
register labelled *DO_L\ In contrast to the data registers, the 68000 address registers 
have only two valid address sizes: word and long. In this example therefore, the Core 
will need only two abstract registers to represent each 68000 address register: 'AO_L' 
and*AO_W'. 

If no conflict regarding instruction size arises within a particular Basic Block 
of subject processor instructions (ie. if all of the instructions within that Basic Block 
are of the same bit width), the data contained in the appropriate abstract register can 
be accessed freely. If, however, a conflict does arise (ie. instructions of different bit 
widths are stored/read from a given subject processor register), the correct data may 
be derived by combining the contents of two or more abstract registers in an 
appropriate way. An advantage of this scheme is that the Core is simplified since all 
operations on abstract registers are carried out on 32-bit data items. 

The difference between subject processor registers and abstract registers is of 
importance when considering the effect of variable-sized registers. A subject 
processor register, such as 'dO' in the 68000 architecture, is a unit of fast store in a 
subject processor, which unit is referred to in assembler operands by its label (*d0' in 
this case). In contrast to this, abstract registers are objects which form an integral part 
of the intermediate representation of the Core, and are used to represent the set of 
subject processor registers. Abstract registers contain extra semantics over and above 
those in a subject processor register, and any number of abstract registers may be used 
to represent a single subject processor register, provided that the correct semantics for 
interaction with the subject processor are preserved. As mentioned above, in the 
invention, the Front End requires three abstract registers to represent each 68000 data 
register (ie. one for each width of data: byte, word and long word), and two abstract 
registers to represent each 68000 address register. In contrast to this, an 
implementation of a MIPS Front End, for example, might map a single subject 
processor register to a single abstract register. 

The tables below summarise for the 68000 how the contents of two or more 
abstract registers are treated when instructions of different sizes read and write to a 




subject processor register. The manner in which data is combined depends on the 
current state of the subject processor register. 
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Current 
State (dO) 




New State After Writing (dO) 










Long Word 


Word 


Byte 


DO_L 


EOW 


DO_B 




DO_L 


DOW 


DO_B 


DOL 


DO_W 


DO_B 


DO_L 


DOW 


DO_B 


✓ 


X 


X 




✓ 


X 


X 


✓ 


✓ 


X 


y 


X 


y 




X 








X 


X 


✓ 


y 


X 


y 


X 


y 




✓ 


X 




✓ 


X 


X 




y 


X 


y 


y 


y 












X 


X 




y 


X 


y 


y 


y 



Table la Table lb 



Current 




State (dO) 


DO_L 


DO_W 


DO_B 


y 


X 


X 


y 


X 


y 


y 


y 


X 


y 


y 


y 



Table 2a 





Combine 






Before Reading 




L 


w 


B 


DO_L 


DO_L 


DO_L 


DO_LyDO_B 


DO_LyiX)_B 


rx)_B 


DO_LyDO_W 


DO_W 


DO_W 


DO_LyDO_W/DO_B 


DO_W/DO_B 


DO_B 



Table 2b 



Tables 1 and 2 represent the state of a subject processor register *dO' in terms 
of abstract registers DO_L, DO_W and DO_B, (ie. the abstract registers which 
represent subject processor register 'dO'). 

Table la "Current State" represents a given state of the register dO, by 
indicating whether or not each of the abstract registers DO_L, DO_W and DO_B 
contains valid data. The first row of Table la represents a given state of the register 
dO, namely that the register contains 32-bit data, and indicates that only the abstract 
register DO_L (corresponding to 32-bit data) contains valid data. If, for example, it is 
assumed that initially, all 32 bits of subject processor register 'dO' are valid, the 
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current state of 'dO' will be as is represented by the first row of the Table la (an X 
symbol indicates that the marked register does not contain any valid data). 

Table lb "New State after Writing" illustrates the effect of write instructions 
performed in accordance with the present invention. If dO contains 32-bit data, as 
indicated by the first row of Table la. and is then written to by a long instmction. the 
effect of the write operation is as indicated by the first row of the 'Long Word' section 
of Table lb. Abstract register DO_L remains valid (ie. contains valid data) as 
indicated by a V'symbol, whereas abstract registers DO_W and DO_B remain 
invalid, as indicated by a 'X' symbol since no data has been written to them. The 
state of 'dO' therefore has not been changed. 

If 'dO', in the state shown in the first row of Table la, is written to by a byte of 
data, the new current state of 'dO' is represented by the «Byte' section of Table lb. In 
this case the register is valid for both long data and byte data (ie. both abstract 
registers DO_L and DO_B contain valid data). 

Tables 2a "Current State" and 2b "Combine before Reading" illustrate how the 
contents of abstract registers DO_L. DO_W and DO_B are combined when data is to be 
read fi-om subject processor register 'dO'. For instance, if the current state of register 
dO is as indicated in the second row of Table 2a. then abstract registers DO_L and 
DO_B contain valid data. If register dO is read by a long instruction (ie. all 32-bits are 
read firom 'dO'). row 2 of Table 2b at column L shows that the correct value of 'dO' 
must be derived by combining the contents of abstract registers DO_L and DO_B in an 
appropriate way. In this case the bottom 8 bits of register DO_B must be combined 
with the top 24 bits of register DO_L. On the other hand, if subject processor register 
'dO' were to be read by a byte instruction, the contents of DO_B could be read 
directly, without reference to abstract registers DO_L or DO_W. 

The use of separate abstract registers for each width of data, as described 
above, allows data to be accessed easily when a section of subject processor code 
which uses a single width of data is being emulated. This is a veiy common situation 
and will arise, for example, where one section of a program operates on bytes of data, 
for example character processing code, and another section of the program operates on 
32-bit data, for example pointer manipulation code. The invention only requires a 
calculation to be made (ie. the combination of data of different widths) on those 
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infrequent occasions when data of different widths are written to and read from a 
subject processor register. 

The known techniques of creating a complicated expression which 
manipulates different sections of a subject processor register in an appropriate mamier 
require calculations to be made for every read and/or write to a subject processor 
register. In contrast to this, the invention requires calculations on infrequent 
occasions, thereby providing a more efficient representation of subject processor 
registers. 

The invention requires that the unambiguous current state (i.e. the validity or 
otherwise of each of the three component abstract registers) of each subject processor 
register is known at all times, so that the correct combination of abstract registers may 
be made when a read instruction is made to the subject processor register which those 
abstract registers represent. 

If the initial state of a subject processor register on entry to a Basic Block were 
to be unknown at translate time, target-processor code to test the state of the register 
would have to be generated. For this reason, the emulation system according to the 
invention ensures that the state of each subject processor register is always known at 
translate time. In the system according to the present invention this is done by 
propagating the register state from one Intermediate Representation (IR) Block to the 
next. For example, IR Block 1 propagates the state of 'dO' to its successor IR Block 
2. and IR Block 2 acts in a similar way propagating register state to IR Block 3. An 
example of this propagation of the subject processor register state is shown in Figure 
6. 

In Figure 6. IR Block 2 has two possible successors, either IR Block 3 or back 
at the begimiing of IR Block 2. The route between IR Blocks 2 and 3 is shown with 
an arrow labelled as 'a'. The route from the end back to the begim^ing of IR Block 2 
is shown as a dotted line labelled 'b' (a dotted line is used since, although this route 
exists it has not yet been traversed in the current execution of the translated program). 
If during the execution of the translated program. IR Block 2 were to branch back to 
itself along route 'b'. the states it propagates would be incompatible with the abstract 
registers states which were originally passed to IR Block 2 by IR Block 1. Since the 
intermediate representation is specific to the state of the abstract registers IR Block 2 
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cannot be re-executed. For the correct operation of the invention across IR Block 
boundaries, each IR Block must have an unambiguous representation of the current 
state of the subject processor register (as represented by the abstract registers). The 
existence of route *b' therefore is incompatible with the operation of the invention 
across the boundary between IR Block 1 and IR Block 2. 

To overcome this problem the invention is able to represent a Basic Block of 
subject processor code using more than one IR Block with different entry conditions. 
The IR Blocks which are used to represent a single Basic Block with different entry 
conditions are referred to as IsoBlocks. Each IsoBlock is a representation of the same 
Basic Block of subject processor code, but under different entry conditions. Figure 7 
shows two IsoBlocks which are used to overcome the problem illustrated in Figure 6. 
IsoBlock 2a is a correct representation of Basic Block 2, but only if the state of 
subject processor register 'dO' at the start of IR Block 2 is >/ X X (this corresponds to 
IR block 2 of Figure 6). When successor route 'b' in Figure 7 is traversed for the first 
time, all the IsoBlocks in existence which represent Basic Block 2, (there is only one 
in this case, the IR Block), are tested for compatibility with the abstract register states 
that are to be propagated (ie. X). If a compatible IsoBlock is found (ie. one that 
begins with the register state ^/^v^X), the successor route *b' will be permanently 
connected to that IsoBlock. In the illustrated example of Figure 7 there is no existing 
IsoBlock that route 'b' is compatible with, and so new IsoBlock 2b, must be created. 
IsoBlock 2b is created by decoding for a second time the subject processor 
instructions that make up Basic Block 2, using an initial assumption that the state of 
subject processor register *dO' at the start of Basic Block 2 is ^ X . 

When successor route 'c', originating from IsoBlock 2b, is traversed for the 
first time, a compatibility test is performed with IR Block 3. Since route 'c' is 
compatible with IR Block 3, a new IsoBlock does not need to be created, and both 
successor route 'a' and successor route 'c' are connected to IR Block 3. 

The low-level details concerning the compatibility test mentioned above will 
differ between different Front End modules, since they depend on the exact nature of 
overlapping registers provided in the subject processor architecture. The necessary 
modifications of these details will be apparent to those skilled in the art. 
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The principle of creating an IsoBlock of intermediate representation for a 
given set of abstract register states on entry may be widened to an intermediate 
representation which represents a Basic Block of subject processor code for specific 
values of a broad set of initial conditions. Known intermediate representations 
represent a block of instructions for all possible initial starting conditions, and are 
therefore required to include a significant amount of flexibility. Intermediate 
representation formed in this manner is by necessity complicated, and will in general 
include elements which will never be used during execution. 

The intermediate representation according to the invention is advantageous 
because it represents a Basic Block of code for specific values of entry conditions and 
is therefore more compact than known intermediate representations. A further 
advantage of the invention is that all intermediate representation which is generated is 
used at least once, and time is not wasted producing unnecessary additional 
representation. 

Although the above description is directed towards emulation, it will be 
appreciated by those skilled in the art that the invention may also be used in other 
appHcations, for example the optimisation of code during compilation. 
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CLAIMS 

1. A method of generating an intermediate representation of program code, the 
method comprising the computer implemented steps of: 

generating a plurality of register objects representing abstract registers, a 
single register object representing a respective abstract register; and 

generating expression objects each representing a different element of the 
subject code as that element arises in the program, each expression object being 
referenced by a register object to which it relates either directly, or indirectly via 
references from other expression objects. 

2. The method according to claim 1, wherein said program code is expressed in 
terms of the instruction set of a subject processor. 

3. The method according to claim 2, wherein said abstract registers correspond to 
registers of said subject processor. 

4. The method according to any preceding claim, wherein a single expression 
object is generated for a given element of the subject code, and each expression object 
is referenced by all register objects to which it relates. 

5. The method according to any preceding claim, wherein for each expression 
object a count is maintained of the number of references to that expression object 
from other expression objects or from abstract registers, the count associated with a 
particular expression object being adjusted each time a reference to that expression 
object is made or removed. 

6. A method according to claim 5, wherein an expression object and all 
references from that expression object are eliminated when said count for that 
expression object is zero. 
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7. 



A method according to claim 3 and any claim dependent thereon, wherein if 
registers of the subject processor include one or more variable sized registers, the step 
of generating a plurality of register objects representing abstract registers 
con-esponding to registers of the subject processor further comprises generating a set 
of associated abstract register objects representing a respective one of the or each 
variable sized processor registers, the set comprising one abstract register object for 
each possible width of the respective variable sized register, and wherein the method 
comprises the computer implemented steps of: 

for each write operation of a certain field width to the variable sized register, 
writing to an abstract register of the same width; 

maintaining a record of which abstract registers contain valid data, which 
record is updated upon each write operation; and 

for each read operation of a given field width, determining fi-om said record 
whether there is valid data in more than one of said different sized abstract registers of 
the set which must be combined to give the same effect as the same read operation 
performed upon the variable size register; and 

a) if it is detennined that no combination is so required, reading directly 
fi-om the appropriate register; or 

b) if it is determined that data firom more than one register must be so 
combined, combining the contents of those registers. 



8. The method according to claim 7, wherein the step of determining whether or 
not the contents of more than one abstract register must be combined and if so which 
abstract registers must be combined, is detennined in accordance with the following 
conditions in respect of each set of different sized abstract registers: 

i) if the data required for an access lies wholly within one valid abstract 
register, that register only is accessed; and 

ii) if the data required for an access lies within more than one valid 
abstract register, data is combined from those valid abstract registers to perform the 



access. 
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9. The method according to any preceding claim, wherein the method further 
comprises the computer implemented steps of: 

on the initial translation of a given portion of subject code, generating and 
storing only intermediate representation which is required to execute that portion of 
program code with a prevailing set of conditions; and 

whenever subsequently the same portion of subject code is entered, 
determining whether intermediate representation has previously been generated and 
stored for that portion of subject code for the subsequent conditions, and if no such 
mtermediate representation has previously been generated, generating additional 
intermediate representation required to execute said portion of subject code with said 
subsequent conditions. 

10. The method according to any preceding claim, wherein said intermediate 
representation is generated dynamically whilst the subject program is running. 

1 1 . The method according to claim 9 or claim 1 0, wherein the conditions are entry 
conditions, and the method comprises the computer implemented steps of: 

generating an Intermediate Representation Block (IR Block) of intermediate 
representation for each Basic Block of the program code as it is required by the 
program, each IR Block representing a respective Basic Block of program code for a 
particular entry condition; 

storing target code corresponding to each IR Block; and 

when the program requires execution of a Basic Block for a given entry 
condition, either: 

a) if there is stored target code representing that Basic Block for that given entry 
condition, using said stored target code; or 

b) if there is no stored target code representing that Basic Block for that given 
entry condition, generating a further IR Block representative of that Basic Block for 
tliat given entry condition. 



12. The method of claim 10, the method comprising the computer implemented 
steps of: 
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at a first iteration of a particular subject code instruction having a plurality of 
possible effects or functions, generating and storing special-case intermediate 
representation representing only the specific functionality required at that iteration; 
and 

at each subsequent iteration of the same subject code instruction, determining 
whether special-case intermediate representation has been generated for the required 
functionality required at said subsequent iteration and generating additional special- 
case intermediate representation specific to that functionality if no such special-case 
intermediate representation has previously been generated. 

13. The method according to claim 12, wherein when said special-case 
intermediate representation is generated and stored an associated test procedure is 
generated and stored to determine on subsequent iterations of the respective subject 
code instruction whether the required fimctionality is the same as that represented by 
the associated stored special-case intermediate representation, and where additional 
special-case intermediate representation is required an additional test procedure 
associated with that special-case intermediate representation is generated and stored 
with that additional special-case intermediate representation. 

14. The method according to claim 13, wherein the additional special case 
intermediate representation for a particular subject code instruction and the additional 
associated test procedure is stored at least initially in subordinate relation to any 
existing special-case intermediate representation and associated test procedures stored 
to represent the same subject instruction, such that upon the second and subsequent 
Iteration of a subject code instruction determination of whether or not required 
special-case intermediate representation has previously been generated is made by 
performing said test procedures in the order in which they were generated and stored 
until either it is detemiined that special-case intermediate representation of the 
required fianctionality exists or it is determined that no such required special-case 
intermediate representation exists in which case more additional intermediate 
representation and another associated test procedure is generated. 



1 t. 1 



32 

15. The method according to claim 14, wherein the intemiediate representation is 
optimised by adjusting the ordering of the test procedures such that test procedures 
associated with more frequently used special-case intermediate representation are run 
before test procedures associated with less frequently used special-case intermediate 
representation rather than ordering the test procedures in the order in which they are 
generated. 

16. A method of generating an intermediate representation of program code 
expressed in terms of the instmction set of a subject processor comprising at least one 
variable sized register, the method comprising the computer implemented steps of: 

generating a set of associated abstract register objects representing the variable 
sized register; 

for each write operation of a certain field width to the variable sized register, 
writing to an abstract register of the same width; 

maintaining a record of which abstract registers contain valid data, which 
record is updated upon each write operation; and 

for each read operation of a given field width, determining firom said record 
whether there is valid data in more than one of said different sized abstract registers of 
the set which must be combined to give the same effect as the same read operation 
performed upon the variable size register; and 

a) if it is determined that no combination is so required, reading directly 
fi-om the appropriate register; or 

b) if It is determined that data from more than one register must be so 
combined, combining the contents of those registers. 

17. The method according to claim 1 6, wherein the step of determining whether or 
not the contents of more than one abstract register must be combined and if so which 
abstract registers must be combined, is determined in accordance with the following 
conditions in respect of each set of different sized abstract registers: 

i) if the data required for an access lies wholly within one valid abstract 
register, that register only is accessed; and 
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ii) if the data required for an access lies within more than one valid 
abstract register, data is combined from those valid abstract registers to perform the 
access. 

18. A method of generating an intermediate representation of computer program 
code, the method comprising the computer implemented steps of: 

on the initial translation of a given portion of subject code, generating and 
storing only intermediate representation which is required to execute that portion of 
program code with a prevailing set of conditions; and 

whenever subsequently the same portion of subject code is entered, 
determining whether intermediate representation has previously been generated and 
stored for that portion of subject code for the subsequent conditions, and if no such 
intermediate representation has previously been generated, generating additional 
intermediate representation required to execute said portion of subject code with said 
subsequent conditions. 

19. Tlie method according to claim 18. wherein the conditions are entry 
conditions, and the method comprises the computer implemented steps of: 

generating an Intermediate Representation Block (IR Block) of intermediate 
representation for each Basic Block of the program code as it is required by the 
program, each IR Block representing a respective Basic Block of program code for a 
particular entry condition; 

storing target code corresponding to each IR Block; and 

when the program requires execution of a Basic Block for a given entry 
condition, either: 

a) if there is stored target code representing that Basic Block for that given entry 
condition, using said stored target code; or 

b) if there is no stored target code representing that Basic Block for that given 
entry condition, generating a further IR Block representative of that Basic Block for 
that given entry condition. 



34 



20 The method of claun 18, wherein the intei-mediate representation of the 
program is generated dynamically as the program is rumiing. the method comprising 
the computer implemented steps of: 

at the first iteration of a particular subject code instruction having a pluraUty of 
possible effects or functions, generating and storing special-case intermediate 
representation representing only the specific functionality required at that iteration; 
and 

at each subsequent iteration of the same subject code instruction, determining 
whether special-case intermediate representation has been generated for the required 
functionality required at said subsequent iteration and generating additional special- 
case intermediate representation specific to that functionality if no such special-case 
intermediate representation has previously been generated. 

21. The method according to claim 20, wherein when said special-case 
intermediate representation is generated and stored an associated test procedure is 
generated and stored to determine on subsequent iterations of the respective subject 
code instruction whether the required functionality is the same as that represented by 
the associated stored special-case intermediate representation, and where additional 
special-case intermediate representation is required an additional test procedure 
associated with that special-case intermediate representation is generated and stored 
with that additional special-case intermediate representation. 

22. The method according to claim 21, wherein the additional special case 
intermediate representation for a particular subject code instruction and the additional 
associated test procedure is stored at least initially in subordinate relation to any 
existing special-case intermediate representation and associated test procedures stored 
to represent the same subject instruction, such that upon the second and subsequent 
iteration of a subject code instruction determination of whether or not required 
special-case intermediate representation has previously been generated is made by 
performing said test procedures in the order in which they were generated and stored 
until either it is determined that special-case intermediate representation of the 
required functionality exists or it is determined that no such required special-case 
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intermediate representation exists in which case more additional intermediate 
representation and another associated test procedure is generated. 

23. The method according to claim 22, wherein the intermediate representation is 
optimised by adjusting the ordering of the test procedures such that test procedures 
associated with more frequently used special-case intermediate representation are run 
before test procedures associated with less frequently used special-case intermediate 
representation rather than ordering the test procedures in the order in which they are 
generated. 

24. A method of translating a computer program written for execution by a 
processor of a first type so that the program may be executed by a processor of a 
second type, the method including the generation of intermediate representation in 
accordance with the method of any preceding claim. 

25. A method according to claim 24, wherein said translation is dynamic and 
performed as the program is run. 

26. A method of optimising a computer program, the method comprising 
generating intermediate representation in accordance with any one of claims 1 to 21, 
and optimising said intermediate representation. 

27. The method according to claim 26, wherein the method is used to optimise a 
computer program written for execution by a processor of a first type so that the 
program may be executed more efficiently by that processor. 

28. A method of generating target code representation of computer program code, 
the method comprising the computer implemented steps of: 

on the initial translation of a given portion of subject code, generating and 
storing only target code which is required to execute that portion of program code 
with a prevailing set of conditions; and 
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whenever subsequently the same portion of subject code is entered, 
determining whether target code has previously been generated and stored for that 
portion of subject code for the subsequent conditions, and if no such target code has 
previously been generated, generating additional target code required to execute said 
portion of subject code with said subsequent conditions. 

29. A system for performing the method of any preceding claim including means 
for performing each step of the methods claimed. 

30. A method of generating intermediate representation of program code, 
substantially as hereinbefore described, with reference to the accompanying drawings. 




Isnlllock U of 



This Page is Inserted by IFW Indexing and Scanning 
Operations and is not part of the Official Record 

BEST AVAILABLE IMAGES 

Defective images within this document are accurate representations of the original 
documents submitted by the applicant. 

Defects in the images include but are not limited to the items checked: 

□ BLACKBORDERS 

□ IMAGE CUT OFF AT TOP, BOTTOM OR SIDES 

□ FADED TEXT OR DRAWING 

□ BLURRED OR ILLEGIBLE TEXT OR DRAWING 

□ SKEWED/SLANTED IMAGES 

□ COLOR OR BLACK AND WHITE PHOTOGRAPHS 

□ GRAY SCALE DOCUMENTS 

□ LINES OR MARKS ON ORIGINAL DOCUMENT 

□ REFERENCE(S) OR EXHIBIT(S) SUBMITTED ARE POOR QUALITY 

□ OTHER: . 

IMAGES ARE BEST AVAILABLE COPY. 
As rescanning these documents will not correct the image 
problems checked, please do not report these problems to 
the IFW Image Problem Mailbox. 



